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Washington state prisoner Jess Richard Smith appeals pro se from the
district court’s summary judgment in his 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action alleging

retaliation claims. We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291. We review de

novo. Guatay Christian Fellowship v. County of San Diego, 670 F.3d 957, 970
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(9th Cir. 2011). We affirm.

The district court properly granted summary judgment for defendant
Goodenough because Smith failed to raise a genuine dispute of material fact as to
whether Goodenough’s conduct did not reasonably advance a legitimate
correctional goal. See Rhodes v. Robinson, 408 F.3d 559, 567-68 (9th Cir. 2005)
(elements of a retaliation claim in the prison context); Pratt v. Rowland, 65 F.3d
802, 806 (9th Cir. 1995) (“The plaintiff bears the burden of pleading and proving
the absence of legitimate correctional goals for the conduct of which he
complains.”).

AFFIRMED.
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